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are sent. Although the administration
hasn’t given us any details on which
cities or towns they might choose, we
can imagine what they could look for-
ward to, based on Alexandria’s experi-
ence with Moussaoui. So here is what a
community would have to experience:
heavily armed agents patrolling local
neighborhoods, rooftop snipers, streets
locked down and access to local busi-
nesses cut off, identification checks
and bomb-smelling dogs checking cars,
millions of dollars in cost and strained
local resources. That is what you get
when you have a terrorist in your
hometown. Kentuckians don’t want to
live under these conditions. I doubt
any other American would either, espe-
cially if we consider that any commu-
nity that becomes a home to these de-
tainees could have to endure these con-
ditions for literally years, given the
possible length of terror trials.

Some of the other locations that
have been mentioned as possible des-
tinations for the terrorists at Guanta-
namo include facilities in South Caro-
lina and Kansas. One local official in
South Carolina responded to the possi-
bility by saying he didn’t have the po-
lice resources to deal with an influx of
terrorists from Guantanamo. An offi-
cial in Kansas said Guantanamo de-
tainees would significantly tax his po-
lice resources.

The administration claims that clos-
ing Guantanamo and transferring some
detainees to U.S. soil would make the
American people safer. It is hard to un-
derstand that statement. But based on
the experience of Alexandria, it is easy
to see why many Americans are skep-
tical. The administration has said that
when it comes to Guantanamo, its
highest priority is the safety of the
American people. But safety is our top
concern. The administration should
rethink its plan to transfer terrorists
to American communities.

I yield the floor.

———
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period of morning busi-
ness for up to 1 hour, with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each, with the time equally di-
vided between the two leaders or their
designees, with the Senator from Cali-
fornia, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, controlling the
majority time and the Republicans
controlling the second half.

The Senator from California.

(The remarks of Mrs. FEINSTEIN and
Mr. SCHUMER pertaining to the intro-
duction of S. 1038 are located in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Statements on Intro-
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.”’)

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Thank  you,
Madam President. I yield the floor.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Kansas is rec-
ognized.

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President,
I applaud my colleague from California
for raising this issue. This is one that
has been here since I have been here,
and we have seen it a number of times
and we are seeing the effects of this. I
applaud her leadership in bringing this
forward. It is a serious issue. It is a se-
rious matter. It is one that has signifi-
cant consequences to our overall econ-
omy across the country—in California,
in Kansas, my State—in New York, and
other places.

————
GUANTANAMO

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President,
I rise to address an issue that is front
and center for us. It is the Guantanamo
Bay detainees. Tomorrow I will be
leading a congressional delegation to
Guantanamo to look at the facility
there. We will bring this issue up—it
will be up next week in the supple-
mental appropriations bill—the effort
of the administration to close Guanta-
namo Bay, which most of the American
public do not support. I realize it is
quite popular in Europe to close Guan-
tanamo Bay. I would hope we would
start to get a more factual setting on
this issue.

I would also hope, and I would invite
the administration to engage all of us
here in the Senate—certainly I am
willing to be engaged—about what we
can do with the detainees. They need
to be treated humanely. They need to
be treated appropriately under inter-
national conventions. They do not need
to be brought to the United States.

We do not have a facility in the
United States to be able to hold these
detainees in a way and in a situation
that would be safe for the people of the
United States. We are not prepared to
release these detainees because we
have found so many of them back on
the battlefield after they have been re-
leased. So there is a quagmire that ex-
ists as a result of the administration’s
efforts to close Guantanamo Bay to
please foreign detractors who I don’t
believe will be pleased, even if the fa-
cility is closed. They will complain
about the next facility. I would invite
them to work with us—the administra-
tion to work with us—to come up with
an acceptable solution to this difficult
problem. I stand ready and willing to
do that.

To borrow a phrase from Winston
Churchill, the administration’s de-
tainee policies seem to me to be a rid-
dle wrapped in a mystery inside an
enigma. The administration started
with a confident announcement that
military commissions would end and
Guantanamo’s detainee facility would
be closed. But according to a report in
Saturday’s Washington Post, the ad-
ministration is preparing to restart
military commissions.

That same report, however, also cited
an unnamed lawyer who said that the
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new commissions would be held on
American soil, probably at military
bases. Such a move would be a first
step toward permanent transfer of de-
tainees to the United States. Appar-
ently, detainees would be moved to the
United States whether or not the new
commissions would be able to prevent
the release of terrorists in the United
States. Such a policy is truly an enig-
ma.

I have not been briefed on these
plans, and it is disappointing that
unnamed lawyers apparently Kknow
more about the administration’s plan
than Members of Congress. The admin-
istration is famous for its willingness
to talk with its opponents and have
meaningful dialog on tough issues. I
hope that desire to talk extends to de-
tainee policy matters.

Detainee policy is too complicated
and controversial to make decisions
behind closed doors and have them be
made by one party alone. It needs to be
a bipartisan approach. As I said in Jan-
uary, when the administration an-
nounced its plans to close Guantanamo
Bay, I believed policy changes must be
made openly and transparently and in
a bipartisan fashion to be credible. So
far we have had riddles, mysteries, and
enigmas, but no clear sense of direc-
tion. Now the American people are
skeptical of what is going to happen.

A poll last month showed that just 36
percent of Americans agree with the
administration’s decision to close
Guantanamo Bay. I am sure that num-
ber would be higher in Europe, but we
don’t represent the European people.
Seventy-six percent oppose releasing
detainees in the United States. Two
weeks ago, Secretary of Defense Gates
told the Appropriations Committee
that he expects that every Member of
Congress would oppose detainees being
moved to his or her district or State.
In fact, I learned in a written response
from Secretary Gates yesterday that
DOD will make no attempt to discuss
detainee transfers with State and local
officials until a final decision about
where to put detainees is reached. As I
said, the number was 66 percent oppos-
ing releasing detainees into the United
States.

If my constituents in Leavenworth,
KS, are any indication of the level of
American concern over the administra-
tion’s mysterious plans, Secretary
Gates is right to be wary about nega-
tive reactions to detainees in the
United States. Folks in Leavenworth
are quite comfortable with tough
criminals living in nearby prisons, but
they see detainees differently. They
don’t want terrorists coming into Kan-
sas. We are not set up to handle ter-
rorist threats because of detainees
coming to Fort Leavenworth.

The administration cannot and
should not duck this debate. They need
to tell the American people how their
security is improved by bringing ter-
rorists inside our borders. They need to
be upfront about how detainees will be
handled and where they will be housed.
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